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Executive Registry

. NATIONAL SECURITY COUNCIL. ' - [BZa93
‘ . SYSTEM IT , 2934 |

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20506 -
- 90701

follow-on

June 6, 1983 S
SEERET. :

.MEMORANDUM FOR

Mr. Donald P. Gregg ) Ms. Jacqueline Tillman

Assistant to the Vice President for ~ - - Executive Assistant to the
National Security Affairs o United States _
: ' Representative to the United .
Nations
Mr. Charles Hill : . Colonel George A. Joulwan
Executive Secretary : S . Executive Assistant to the
Department of State : Chairman, J01nt Chiefs of
-Staff ' 4
- Lieutenant Colonel W. Richard Higgins ~ The Pentagon

Assistant for Interagency Matters
Office of the Secretary of Defense

Swaces . . A .. - A -

Dr. Alton Keel ' Mr. Joseph Presel
Associate Director for National Security -~ -==Executive Assistant—

and International Affairs Arms Control and Dlsarmament
Office of Management and Budget ) = Agency T
Mr. Thomas B. Cormack - . _ Ambassador Edward Rowny
Executive Secretary : , Chief Negotiator :
Central Intelligence Agency Arms Control and Disarmament

: Agency

SUBJECT: NSC Meetlng on START -- Tuesday, June 7., 1983 (S)

On June 3rd the papers supportlng the NSC meeting on START scheduled for
Tuesday, June 7th at 9:30 a.m. in the White House Cabinet room, were
circulated. Attached (Tab A) is a revised version of one of these papers,
the paper entitled START Issues for Decision. The only change is a brief
reference (on Page 7) to the phasing issue. The second paper distributed
on June -3rd, a paper entitled Approach to Handling Build- down,remalns
unchanged. (S)

Also attached (Tab B) is an interagency approved draft START Treaty Text.
The draft text will be modified on.the basis of the decisions made at the
NSC mgeting. The draft text itself will not be discussed at the meeting
but it is provided for the information of those principals attending the

meeting. (S)
Il - %w’v\ WC-I'B’?/

Robert M. Kimmitt 05”7
Executive Secretary
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A--regard our present START proposal, particilarly those aspects:

~r1.
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May 28, 1983

START ISSUES FOR DECISION

Background

The START negotlatlons resume on June 8. During the last:
round, the US presented proposals for limiting heavy bombers and
air- launched cruise missiles (ALCMs), tabled a draft treaty on
confldence—bu1ldlng measures (CBMs) and a document outlining the
US "Basic Elements” of a START agreement. The basic framework of
the US p051t10n.cema1ned as it had been presented in the summer
of . 1982.

. The Soviets contended that US proposals would "emasculate”
the Soviet ICBM force while permitting US modernization programs.
to proceed.  They stated that the US proposal was not an
acceptable basis for negotiation. They also rejected the idea of
~a separate agreement on confidence-building measures (CBMs).
They tabled a draft treaty based largely on SALT II, but with a
28 percent reduction in strategic delivery vehicles from the
Soviet level at the time SALT II was signed, about 2500, to 1800.
They say they are prepared-to accept' significant cuts in warheads
but only in the context of combining ballistic missile warheads
and bomber weapons in a single category. 1n short, the Sovie€Trs
demonstrated no inclination ‘to move the talks forward.

——

The US Delegationfs_yiew is.thatuthe,SOViets‘apparently_;

dealing with ICBM force restructurlng,’as unacceptable. They
-argue that our proposal is designed not to promote stability and
equality, but to obtain strategic advantages.for the US.. We
would expect the Soviets to continue dlsm1551ng our proposal in
its present form. . : R Y

The recommendations of the Scowcroft Commission have
stimulated considerable interest, both in the Congress and w1th1n
the Administration, in reassessing our START position. Key
members of Congress have made their support for MX contingent on
modifications to our START proposal, and the President wrote to
several Congressmen that we ‘are now considering modifications to
reflect the Scowcroft Comm1551on s recommendations. a

State, ACDA and the START negotiator believe that we should
now alter our START proposal--not only to reflect the Scowcroft
Commission's recommendation for a modified approach and to
respond to Congressional pressures, but also to improve prospects
for productive negotiations. Moreover, there is agreement
(except for JCS) that we move away, from the ceiling of 850
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Some believe we need to make changes now to our position
that will bring us close to our final position. Others believe : y
that our position now should retain considerable room for further
bargaining. :

Issues

P 1

[ .

There are two principal issues. One is the extent to which
we seek to reduce Soviet ballistic missile throw-weight--that is,
should we seek (a) the level that is our goal for the second
phase of the negotiations (1.9 million kilograms), or (b) the
level that would result from our current. proposal for the first
phase (2.5 million kilograms), or (c) a higher level? The other -
issue is whether throw~weight should be constrained directly, or
indirectly through collateral constraints. Our current position
calls for indirect limits on throw-weight (i.e., sub-ceilings on
heavy and medium ICBMs) in Phase I and direct limits (i.e., an
aggregate ballistic missile throw-weight ceiling) in Phase II.

Our current Phase I proposal was designed_to achieve a goal of
reduction in Soviet throw-weight of 55 percent below the _ _
. .estimated current Sov1et total of about 3.6 mllllon kilograms.. . ...

- - One approach would ‘seek a direct limit on throw -weight— - The'
collateral constraints and the limit on deployed ballistic
missiles would be dropped (leaving ballistic missile warheads and
throw-weight as our two units of account). We would propose a
direct throw-weight level (2.0 - 2.5 million kilograms) aimed at
obtaining the large-scale reduction in Soviet throw~welght that
our current proposal is designed to achieve.

An alternative approach would achieVe throw-weight
reductions indirectly as a consequence of reductions in deployed
ballistic missiles and warheads, and other collateral constraints
(leaving deployed ballistic missiles and their warheads as the o
two units of account). Our current proposed limits on heavy and . .
medium ICBMs could be repldced by other collateral constraints.
Under this approach, Soviet ballistic missile throw-weight would
likely be about 3.0 million kilograms, about 46 percent below the
estimated current Soviet total of about 5.6 million kilograms.

*This figure represents an estimate of a likely force the Soviets
could field under this approach.  Soviet throw-weight could be
higher (up to 3.4 million kilograms) if the Soviets choose to
emphasize throw-weight to the detriment of other features of
their strategic forces. The Intelllgence Community believes that
they are likely not to do so.
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The following sections discuss the main guestions “involved
in modifying the US START position: whether to retain“the 850
limit on deployed missiles, raise it, or drop it; what level we
should propose for throw=weight limits; and whether to limit
throw-weight directly or indirectly. Following that discussion
are packages supported by various Agencies for a modified START
p051t10n, accompanled by arguments for each package.

Finally, as an alttrnative to those packages, we could
"consider modifying the current position to the minimum extent
‘necessary to reflect the recommendations of the Scowcroft report.
This would require, at a minimum, a decision now on whether to
retain the 850 limit on deployed baliistic missiles, raise it, or
drop it altogether. State, ACDA and the START negotiator
recommend more basic changes to our p051t1on for substantive,
political, and negotlatlng reasons.

I. Should we retain the limit on deploved balllstlc m1551les,
~ raise it, or drop it? - o e

- The..report of the Scowcroft Commlss;on states that. armg_ -
control agreements should encourage deployment of small, single~
- warhead ICBMs. "This- requlres ‘that -arms -control limitations-and-
reductions be couched, not in terms of launchers, but in tefms of
equal levels of warheads of roughly equivalent yield. Such an
" approach could permit relatively simple agreements, using
appropriate counting rules, that exert pressure to reduce the .
overall number and destructive power of nuclear weapons and at
the same time give each side an incentive to move toward more
stable and less vulnerable deployments.

The report states that the 850 limit on deployed ballistic
missiles "should be reassessed since it is not compatible with a
desirable evolution toward small, single warhead ICBMs". The.
report does not make any recommendatlon whether or not to drop

deployed missiles as a unit of account.
~ } .

1. Retain the 850 ceiling

. The number of small ICBMs the United States might want to
deploy would depend on the deployment mode chosen, cost,
survivability, Congressional support,. and the constraints on the"
number of Soviet warheads, and is, therefore, difficult to
predict. Retention of the 850 limit would limit us to a
~deployment of no more than about:«300 small, single warhead ICBMs
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previously been subject to constraints and that some still
consider significant. It would also have the negotiating
advantage of moving us closer to the Soviet proposal of 1800
strategic nuclear delivery vehicles.

One disadvantage of raising the limit is that this may
appear contrarys tb& our objective ,of deep reductions. 1In
addition, the Scowcroft Commission report argued against
reductions in the number of deployed missiles, and cited the
- negative aspects of relying on such limits in past agreements.

3. Drop limits on deployedrmissiles

Under this approach the United States would have flexlblllty
to deploy a larger number of small ICBMs within the constraints.
on warhedd numbers and destructive potential.

This approach would encourage ‘an evolution in both the US
and the USSR to smaller missiles and would provide substantial
flexibility to exploit the advantages of Small missiles to " *—
enhance surv1vab111ty and stability.  The START agreement would
- focus primarily on broad measures of capab111ty {warheads and
throw-weight) .. .The. Scowcroft Commission.report makes .clear _the
“drawbacks of use of launcher limits in past agreements--i.e;*
agreements that rely primarily on launcher limits create
incentives for large, highly fractionated missiles. Some believe
this option corresponds most closely to the approach advocated in
the Scowcroft Commission's report as more likely to be practical,
stabilizing, and lasting than constraimts on force structures.
They believe that dropping limits on deployed missiles could be
useful in obtaining Congressional, support for the development,
productlon and deployment of the Peacekeeper and a small ICBM.

Dropping the limits on deployed missiles would empha51ze the
limits on warheads and destructive potential, but could lead to 3
‘increased pressure to limit bomber weapons, which would not be in - R
the US interest. In addition, if the Soviets deploy a .large :
number of missiles and missile launchers, this could prov1de a
potential to deploy additional warheads. .

IX. What throw—weight level should we seek?

Our current proposal seeks to substantially reduce Soviet
missile throw-weight in phase I ipdirectly to about 2.5 million
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kilograms through the limit of 5000 missile warheads, the sub-.
ceiling of 2500 ICBM warheads and a limit of 210 medium and heavy
ICBMs of which no more than 110 could be heavy ICBMs. In Phase
II Soviet missile throw-weight would be further reduced to a
direct ceiling of 1.9 million kilograms. Since the US throw-
weight level is currently at 1.9 million kilograms, and the
Soviet level is' at about 5.6 million kilograms, any throw-weight
level which exceeds the US current level would require the
Soviets to reduce unilaterally.

There are three opfions:

(1) A level of 2.0 million kilograms (64 percent below the
estimated current Soviet level but above the US level) would be
consistent with our proposal for the second phase. We could
argue that we were accelerating achievement of what has always
been our ultimate goal. A proposal for a low ceiling now could
give us bargaining room. : : - . :

(2) A ceiling of 2.5 million kilograms (55 percent below the

estimated .current.Soviet .level) would be-roughly equivalent-to. .
our current proposal for the first phase, and. would allow both

sides. somewhat greater flexibility to structure forces. - It s -

the level the US has proposed in conjunction with the ceiling of
5000 ballistic missile warheads. ‘ ' '

'(3) Constraints that could result in about 3.0 million
kilograms (46 percent below the estimated current Soviet level)
would permit the Soviets greater force ‘structure flexibility than
the other options, and hence such a throw-weight level could be
more likely to lead to an agreement.

The illustrative force tables for the options describe
representative Soviet forces for each of these levels. While all
the options limit the Soviets to 5000 warheads, the higher the
throw-weight, the larger c6uld be the size and explosive power of
Soviet warheads, and the greater could be the Soviet potential to
deploy additional warheads. :

III. Should we seek direct or indirect limits on throw-weight?

~ The Scowcroft Commission report does not explicitly address
this gquestion. It does state that simple aggregate limits "are
likely to be more practical, stabilizing, and lasting than '
elaborate, detailed limitations on force structure and
modernization."” Constraints on large missiles, however, would
not be inconsistent with the Commission's emphasis on small
missiles. ' - '

" SECRET
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The principal advantage of a direct throw-weight limit is
that it would give each side more flexibility to structure its
forces within the limit. It would directly constrain the overall
- potential of each side's-missile forces, without dictating a
‘particular force structure. This would undercut the Soviet
complaint that our indirect throw-weight limits through medium
and heavy ICBM constraints would require them to rebuild .
according to "US standards". Some believe that combining warhead .
and throw-weight ceilings would be the most straightforward way
. to constrain the sides to equal numbers of warheads of roughly
equivalent yield. A direct limit would preclude growth . in Soviet
throw-weight that an indirect limit might permit if the Soviets
chose to maximize throw-weight within the constraints. The
Intelligence Community believes that the Soviets are likely not
to maximize throw-weight to the detriment of other features of
their strategic forces. : :

' Some believe the principal drawback to a direct limit on
throw-weight is that (depending on the level) it would undercut

perceived as a hardening of our position _and a step away from

less likely to accept. throw-weight as a unit of account for.START -
-than collateral constraints.” Some belieVe the level of throi~ -
weight is not as significant a measure of military potential as
warheads, and should not be assigned the same priority in our
START proposal. Additionally, some believe that direct limits on
throw-weight cannot be adequately verified. Others point out
“that indirect limits also require verification of the throw-
weight of Soviet missiles. :

IV, Other Issues

1. Phasing. The current US proposal would reduce Soviet
throw-weight indirectly in Phase I, and would place a lower
‘direct ceiling on-throw-weight in Phase II. The packages :
proposed by State, ACDA, and the START Negotiator would combine

the current two-phased approach into a single phase.*

* OsSD position to be provided.
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2. Air-launched cruise missiles (ALCM). Our current
position is to accept in Phase II a ceiling of 28 on the average
number of ALCMs on heavy bombers, with a limit of 20 on the
number of ALCMs on existing types of heavy bombers. One of the
packages presented below recommends proposing a maximum limit of
20 for all heavy bombers (not just .existing types) on the basis
that (1) there &aré no projected US requirements for a bomber to
carry more than 20 ALCMs, and (2) to counter the Soviet criticism
that our present position would permit 11,000 ALCMs, a level we
do not require. The other packages retain our existing position
on ALCMs. ' '

3. Sea-launched cruise missiles (SLCM). Our current
position does not contain limits on SLCMs. The current guidance
to the Delegation instructs the Delegation to respond to any
Soviet proposals to limit SLCMs by soliciting Soviet views on how
such limits could be verified. Two of the packages presented
below refer to limits on the number' of SLCM platforms, the others
do not address SLCMs,

-

| 4. Modernization constraints.  Our_current position
~contains 'a-number of modernization constralnts "limits on TCBM

-

and SLBM fractionation, limits on the weight of re-entry vehicles:

-on ‘new ‘types’ of missiles, and~a ban on n€w heavy missiles. "“Our
current proposal does not include limits on the number of new
types of missiles. One of the packages proposes banning new
types of heavy and medium ICBMs and restricting new types of
light ICBMs to a single warhead during the first ten years of
START. (The Peacekeeper and the SS-X-24 ICBMs would be permitted
as existing types.) Other packages do not require limits on the

" number of new types of missiles.

5. Draft treaty. At the end of the last round, all
Washington Agencies agreed in an instruction cable to the US
START Delegation that we should. be in a position to table a draft
treaty early in Round IV. ‘The Soviets, for their part, tabled a
draft treaty during Round III and, in the inter-round period,
they have sought to make propaganda mileage by false charges that
the US refused to discuss treaty language with 'them. 1In order to
deprive the Soviets of this propaganda advantage and to further
the negotiations by putting the US position on the table in a
unified fashion, the US Delegation believes it should be

SECRET
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authorized to table a draft treaty early in Round IV. The START
Delegation will incorporate changes to the US position arising
from NSC decisions into the current draft text. The Delegation

will send this revised draft back to Washington for prompt '

consideration by the US Government. ’

1

V. Packages ¢ | e

The following packages would: (a) retain our goal of a
ceiling of 5000 ballistic missile warheads, (b) make no change in
our proposal to limit heavy bombers, and (c) combine the phases
of our current proposal. In addition, none of the packages would
~retain the current proposal's sub-limit of 2500 ICBM warheads or

the Phase II ban on all heavy missiles. :

The Lpackages differ in: - (a) the ‘throw-weightblevel they
seek; (b) the way throw-weight. is constrained; (c) whether the
number of deployed missilés is limited; (d) the limits on ALCMs;

~.and,. .(e) whether .to.seek.platform.limits _aon SLCMs. - e

o

~:c . - OSD-land JCS;---will-__prbv.ide.--packageS‘ at.a later date.. .

s . : .

it

-

by
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b REVISED POSITION

LINITS CURRENT POSITION ' ) - -
STATE ~ osp + ACDA . START
‘ ' : NEGOTIATOR JCS
Misslle ' L
Warheads 5000 . ' 5000 C .. 5000 ’
lieavy ‘ : B ‘
Bombers 150 : 350 ) ‘ . 350
Deployed ' ‘ ' ' oo om
Missiles . 850 1150 ' . No limit
11 » N
, Vhase 1: 110/210 150 heavy ICBMs', | » Direct limit of 2,5 million
' limit on heavy and _ . Results in about kg .
: medium ICBMs, 2,5 = .| 3,0* million kg v it :
Throw-weight million kg of Soviét. | of Soviet throw- . - N , .
. throw-weight as a goal | welght. | TOEE ' o e
' : ‘ ' ~ PKOVIDED : PROVIDED
Phase II: Direct limit| - ‘ s
of 1.9 million kg of . .
throw-weight C, . h » . o
. - ’ . . .
' '| 1. ‘
Average of 28 per 20 per heavy l
. Averuge of 28 per heev
ALCMs |{ heavy bomber/20 per bomber : . bu;b;3;20 rer if]'tl;gy
existing heavy bomber o , R haavy bonber )
P IR v o R - . i
oy . . Platform j : . Platform
Slihs No limic 1imit N No limit limic
!!.‘ A; 1‘ . ) -
s . || Bun new types of heavy Ban new types of, : '
New F{P.?S {| 1CBNS . heavy/medium LCBMe| ' " Ne limit
w . & limit light ICPM;: H

to single RVs

*This'figure represents an estimate of a likely force the Soviets could field under this approach. Soviet throw-weight
could be higher (up to Declassified and Approved For Release 2013/04/26 : CIA- RDP87M00539R0010013900276 ht to -the detriment of
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TREATY BETWEEN THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
AND THE UNION OF SOVIET SOCIALIST REPUBLICS
ON THE REDUCTION OF STRATEGIC OFFENSIVE ARMS

The United States of America and the Union of Soviet
Socialist Republics, hereinafter referred to as the Parties,

Conscious that nuclear war would have devastating con-
“sequenceS‘for“all'mankihd,

Mindful of -their oblxgatlons under-Article VI of the

Treaty on the. Non-Prollferatlon of Nuclear Weapons,

Recognizing that the interests of the Parties and the

interests of 1nternationalbsecurity require the strengthening of
. strategic stubility,

Convinced that the measures for the reduction of strategic
offensive arms provided for in this Treaty will reduce the risk

of outbreak of war and strengthen interna;ionai peace and

. R
security, -

-

Have agreed as follows:

[
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Article I
Each Party shall, in accordance with'the'provisions?of'this

Treaty, reduce and limit strategic offensive arms and adopt the

other measures provided for in this Treaty.'

Article II

1. Beginning on the date of entry into force of this
Treaty, each Party shall reduce or otherwise limit its stra-

tegie offensive arms so that [eight] years after that deﬁe,

e

and thereafter:

(a);@the>aggregate.numberuofvwarheads.onuitsvdeg;oyed-

ICBMs, SLBMs, and ASBMs does not exceed 5,000;
(b) the number of werheads on its deployed‘ICBMs
does not exceed 2,500;
(c) the aggregate number of its deployed ICBMs,
SLBMs, and ASBMs doesAﬁot exceed 850; _
(d) the aggregate number of its depioyea heavy and
medium iCﬁMs.does not exceed 210; S
(e) the number of its deployed heavy ICBMs does not
exceed ilO; and |

(£) }the number of its heavy bombers deee not exceed

400.

. &
: SECRET : A
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2. Beginning on the date of entry.into force of this
Treaty, and thereafter, each Party shall reduce or otherwise
‘limit the aggregate number of its ICBMs, SLBMs and AS;MS, that
are not deployed, to - - percent of the allowed aggregate
number of deployed ICBMs, SLBMs and ASBMs.

3. The above reductions and limitations shall be

completed in accordance with the Schedule of Reductions set

forth in Annex II.

[Article III]*

[{I. Beginning on . each Party shall reduce or

otherwise limit its strategic. offensive arms so that

v S : ;e

~.yeers after that date, andhfhereafter:A _ o ]
(a) ‘all of its heavy ICBMs ehall have been/dest;oyed;
(b) the aggregate throw-weight of its deployed ICBMs,
SLBMs, and ASBMs does not exceed ;_;_ kilograms; and
(c) the number of its-air-launched cruise missiles
(ALCMs) deployed on-ite heevy hombers does not exceed
the product of ;_"; end the number of its heavy bomhers,'
vand the number of ALCMs deployed on any heavy bomber of
an existing type does not exceed __ . Y-
'2. The above reductions end 11m1tatiohs shall_be

dompleted in accordance with the Schedule of Reductions set

forth in'Annex I1I.]

\ . Y

* Bracketed ‘pending decision on modification of U.s.
position.

&

QFARET
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Article IV

1. .Neltﬁer Party- shall have under constructlon at any time
strategic offensive arms subject to the prov151ons of thls
'!Treaty 1n excess of numbers consistent wlth a normal construc-
~tion schedule, as specified in Annex I of thls Treaty.

2. Neither Party shall: ”
(a)‘dconvert,land»based ballistic missiles'that arebnot
ICBMs into ICBMs, nor test them for this pu:pose; |
| (b)  convert land-based launchers of ballistic missiles

that are not ICBMs 1nto launchers for 1aunch1ng ICBMs, nor

= .. . —-

test them for this purpose'~

- k -~

(c) develop, produce, fllght-test, or deploy ICBMs that
‘can be launched by land-based launchers other than ICBM

launchers; nor

(d) develop; produce, - test, or deploy land-based launchers

of ballistic_missiiesvthat‘are not ICBMs that also have the
capability of iauncﬁing ICBMs permitted by'this Tfeaty. |
3. Neither Party shall develop, produce, test, or deploy.b.
(a) balllstlc m1531les capable of a range ;h excess
of . kilometers for 1nstallat1on on waterborne vehicles

other than submarines, or launchers of such missiles in-

_cluding free floating canister launchers. This Treaty shall

3
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not require'changes in current ballistic missile transport
practices; | N
. (b) fixed ballistic or cruise nissile launchers for
emplaoement'on the ocean floor, on theAeeabed, or on the
beds of internal waters and inland waters, or in the suh—
soil thereof, or'mohile launchere of such missiles, which
move only in contact with the ocean floor, the seabed, or
"the beds of - 1nterna1 waters and 1nland waters, or mis- .
siles for such launchers. Thls obligation shall apply to
all areas of the ocean floor'and the seabea; incluaing
the seabed zone referred to in Artlcles I and II of the

— - - S

1971 Treaty on the Prohlbltlon of the Emplacement of

—

Nuclear Weapons and Other Weapons of Mass Destructlon on

the Seabed and the Ocean Floor and in the Subsoil There-
of; or

(c) systems for placing into Earth orbit, including
fractionai orbit, nuclear weapons or any other kind of
weapons of mass_des.truc't:ion°
4. Neither Party shall flight-test or deploy:

(a) ICBMs or ASBMs with a numbetr of reentry%vehicles
greater than 10; i

(b) SLBMs w1th a number of reentry vehlcles greater

than 14-

SECRET
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(c) ICBMs, SLBMs, or ASBMs, of types that were not
deployed as of __;_*, Vith‘mﬁltiple reentry vehicles or.
with multiple 1ndependently targetable reentry ;;hlcles,
the weight of any one of which exceeds 225 kllograms,

nor

(d) ICBMs, SLBMs, or ASBMs, of types that were not

deployed as of _ *, with a 51ngle reentry vehicle,

the welght of which exceeds o kllograms. ;

5. Neither Party shall develop, produce, fllght»test, or
deploy heavy SLBMs, heavy ASBMS, or heavy ICBMs of types that
were not deployed as of theAdate of signature of this Treaty,'norf

* produce -or -deploy additional such missTles of types that were

e

- deployed as of the date of Signature Of this Treaty. &=

a : - -
—— -2

Article V

1. Subject to the provisions of this Treaty, modification,

modernization, and replacement of strategic offensive arms may

g
. .

be carried out.

| 2. Within tﬁe iimitatibns provided fér in Articles II add
AIII of this Treaty and subject to the provisions of thls Treaty,
each Party has the rlght to determine the comp051t1;: of its

forces.

*A date earlier than the date of signature of this Treaty.

3
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“Article VI

1. .Each Party sball limit the number of its test and train-
ing'launchers of ICBMs and SLBMs to a number not to'exéeed e
all of-which shall be located at test-ranges.designated in the_
Memorandum of Understandihg. |

2. ICBM and SLBM launchers at test tangeslshall-be con-
structed, converted, or used only for the purpose of testing
and training, and not for deploymeﬁt°

3. Each Party shall limit the number of‘ICBMs and SLBMs

"at-test ranges of 'ICBMs and SLBMs to a humber not to eXcééE

" Such missiles shall be inclided in thé limit spec1f1ed in para~_““

- . . . o~

-graph ‘2 -of “Article II S S

“Article VII

l. 1ICBMs, SLBMs, ASBMs, énd héavy bombers in excess of the
limits provided in this-Treaty'shall be déstroyed in accordance
with theiprocedures spegified iﬁ Annex IV,‘and shall: remain
subjgct'to the limitations provided for in this_Treaty until
they are so destroyed, or otherwise cease £o be subject to these

-y
limitations under the agreed procedures.

&
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2. The Parties may store ICBMs, SLBMs, and ASBMs
for use as space launch vehicles at designated space ‘support
.centers, in accordance with the agreed measures set forth in'

Annex IV of this Treaty. Such missiles shall not be included

~in the limit specified in paragraph 2 of Article II,

‘Article VIII

l. Neither Party shall:
(a) develop, test, produce, or deploy syetems for rapid
-reloaduof]ICBM.launchérs}m‘ e e o e e
(b)ﬁproyide~hardened storegenfacilities:athCBM:laUncheri~

ar

depleymeﬁt_areas; o B iy
(c) store more than two ICBMs at any ICBM launcher de%
ployment area; or | | |
{d) provide gqeued—Support equipment at'any ICBM launcher
deployment area in exéess of that required for normal
deployment and maintenance.' ,
2. Except as provided for in paragraph 2 of Artlcle VII
and in subparagraph 1 (c) of thls Artlcle,'each Party shall

store all of its ICBMs, SLBMs, and ASBMs, that are not deplOyed,

SECRET
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at designated storage facilities. étorage facilities for
ICBMs that are not deployed shall be located no less rhan_lob
kilometers from any ICBM launcher deployment area.

3. Neither Party shall conduct training‘activitiee or
exercises involving the rapid reload or simulated rapid reload
of ICBM launchers, nor conduct any'otner activities or exercises
that involve in any other manner rapid'reload of anj ICBM

launcher after it_has launched an ICBM.

'Article IX

-wl.-:Fdr«ﬁhe«purpose‘of~providingwassurance~of=eompli&ﬁce-5
-with*the;prOvisionSﬁefithisvTreaty)7eath Party ‘shall “impl€ment
-agreee neasurestasuprovided for-in-Annex IV; in addition,=- -
each Party may use national technical means of verification
at its disposal, in a manner consistent with generally recognized
pr1nc1ples of 1nternat1onal 1aw.

2. 'Neither Party shall interfere with agreed measures
undertaken in accordance with paragraph 1 of this Artlcle
or with nat10na1 technical means of verification.

3. Nelther Party shall impede verlflcatlon of compllance
with-the prpvi51ons of this Treaty by agreed measures undertaken
ip accordance with paragraph 1 of thisIArticle or by national
technical means. In this_conneetion,‘the obligation not
to impede inclndes rhe obligatibn not to use concealment measures

associated with testing, including those measures aimed at

Y
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concealing the association between ICBMs and launchers during
testing. | |
4. The encryptlon of telemetry on systems subject to the
provisions of this Treaty is prohlblted |
5. On board engineering test measuremehts shall be made,
-and alltsuch measurements shall be broadcast using unencrypted
telemetry, during each test flight or training flight of‘anf

ICBM, SLBM or ASBM.

Article X

;i. rTo.prometeithe»objectiyes.and.implementationhof.the rﬂu_m.
,'provisionsxaﬁ;this,Treaty,fthe:Parties;shall-usemthe-Staﬁéing~“
CohsultativehcommisSion,‘underjregulatiqns:governing'prbéédures
to be.agreed between the Parties.

2. The Parties agree that, w1th1n the framework of the
Standlng Consultative Comm1551on. w1th respect to this Treaty.
they shall: - T | |
. (a) consider qhestions concerning compliance with.

the obligations assumed and related situations which may be

considered ambiguous; | B .
(b) provide such information as is’necessary to

-assure confidence in compllance with the obllgatlons

assumed-
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(c) at least twice annually notify each other of
the replacement dismantling, destruction, and cesversion
of strateglc offen51ve arms performed in accordance Wlth
the provisions of this Treaty,

(d) agree upon further measures contrlbutlng to the
effectiveness of the verification of compliance with
‘the prov1510ns of thls Treaty.

3. At least tw1ce annually in the Standing Consultatxve
Commission the Parties shall maintain and update by catego:y the
Agreed Data Base.estabiished by the Memorandum of Understanding

.wBetweenatheyﬁnited.States;of.America“andnthe_quén ofASoViet
;;Sociali;t*RepgblicsLRegardingﬁthemEstablishment of. a .Data-Base

..on.the.Strategic.Offensive.Arms of (date of signature of The

Treaty).

Article XI

1. This Treaty shall be of (___w) duration.

2. Each Party shall, in exercising its.nationel sover-.
eignty, have the right te withdraw from this Treaty if.it decides
that extraordinary events related to the sub}ect matter of this
Ereaty have jeopardized its supreme interests. It shall give
notice of its decision.to thevqther‘Party six months prior to
withdrawal from the4T:eaty. Sach notice shall include a state-
ment of the extraofdinary'events the notifying Party reéards as

- )
having jeopardized its supreme interests. : 0
*

&
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Article XII

l. Each Party.may-propose amendments to this Treatj,
Agreed amendmentsbsha}l enter into force in accordance with
the procedures governing the entry into force of this Treaty.

2. Five years after entry into force of this Treaty, and
at flvenyear 1ntervals thereafter, the Partles shall together

conduct a review of this Treaty.

Article XIII

l.~-This‘Treaty;'ana”its Ahnexes“Which form an integ?ﬁl part
- hereof, shall be subject to ratlflcatlon 'in ‘accordance w1th the
-conetltutlonal procedures of each Parfy Thls Treaty shail enter
Into force on the date of the exchange of instruments of ratifi-
cation. : |
2. This Treatyoshall te registered pursuant to Article 102

ef the Charter of the Uhited N;tions.

Done at . on ., in two copies, each in the
English .and Russian languages, both texts being equally

authentic.

&
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